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ATTITUDES TOWARDS GYPSIES IN UKRAINE (1989) 
Valentin Sazhin 


(Translated by Tanya E. Mairs) 


Gypsies are one of the most famous though least known national minorities, 
representatives of which can be found in many countries. Several works have 
been written about them but no analysis has yet been made of the 
interrelationship between Gypsies and the nationalities among whom they 
live. An analysis of this kind is timely in that it would give governments a 
means with which to alleviate ethnic tensions by amending their present 
faulty nationality minority policies. 

The author of this article has recently made a detailed sociological study 
by means of a lengthy questionnaire of the attitudes of various nationality 
groups towards each other in Ukraine. Included in it are questions either 
directly or indirectly relating to the Gypsies. This ethnic group, despite its 
relatively small size, is well known throughout Ukraine. Gypsies stand out 
from the rest of the population by their way of life and by their appearance; 
as a rule, they speak their own language, even though they know the 
languages of other nationalities. Most of the population of Ukraine comes 
in contact with Gypsies, though most often with their worst representatives 
(swindlers, extortionists, etc.). They meet these Gypsies in the most 
populous places—at railroad stations, outside large stores, andin marketplaces. 

The aggressiveness of a small number of Gypsies who engage in illegal 
activities is the main reason for the hostility shown this nationality by other 
Ukrainians.’ It is important to note that it is the policies of the Communists 
in the USSR which, to a large extent, have pushed Gypsies into illegal 
activities. Gypsies, to an even greater extent than before the 1917 revolution, 
are still subject to governmental abuse and are essentially not protected from 
day-to-day discrimination. In particular, their traditional trades have all but 
been forbidden. For a long time they were not allowed to have horses. 
Theatrical and music troupes have been denied (with the exception of the 
Teatr “Romen” in Moscow, which is controlled by the government and is 
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maintained by itto demonstrate its genuine concern for this national minority). 
Restrictions on mobility and forced resettlement have been the general policy 
of the Soviet government towards the Gypsies. As for the Gypsy magazine 
O Novo Drom, it was shut down? 

Anthropologically, Gypsies trace their roots to India before coming to 
southern Europe. Much has been written about their exodus from India, by 
now considered a proven fact? From there, Gypsies began to penetrate the 
territory of Ukraine at the beginning ofthe sixteenth century viathe Balkans.* 
Throughout their history, they have led a nomadic existence, which in 
Ukraine and other republics of the USSR became seminomadic under 
Communist rule? Over the years, more and more Gypsies were transferred 
to permanent settlements of which the best known are the Gypsy villages 
Faraonovka and Kair in the Odessa oblast.‘ 

The number of Gypsies in Ukraine is relatively low—about 40,000— 
much less than in neighboring Yugoslavia or Romania.” It is, however, 
important to remember that Gypsies in Ukraine were to a significant degree 
exterminated by the Nazis during World Warll.* However, during the postwar 
years, their numbers consistently went up—22,500 in 1959, 30,000 in 1970, 
34,000 in 1979? The results are based on the Soviet population census, 
which, one must caution, can hardly be considered accurate due to the great 
mobility of the Gypsies and to the traditional inablility of the government to 
count their numbers. Nevertheless, there is an apparent increase in the 
number of Gypsies in Ukraine, which is a direct result of a high birthrate.'° 
Gypsies have settled relatively evenly throughout Ukraine. Their number is 
particularly high in oblasts such as Zakarpatje (0.48 percent), Kherson (0.15 
percent), and Lugansk (0.1 percent)." But the majority of Gypsies in Ukraine 
are registered among city populations (73 percent). 

Public perception notwithstanding, Gypsy ethnicity is not homogeneous 
and, in Ukraine, there are ten distinct sub-ethnic groups: 1-2) Left-bank and 
Right-bank Ukrainian Gypsies (Servy and Vlakhi)—widely distributed 
throughout the republic (particularly in the eastern, northern, and central 
regions); 3) the Crimean Gypsies (Kirimitika roma)—living in the Crimean 
and Kherson oblasts; 4) the Moldavian Gypsies in the regions of Odessa and 
Chervontsy oblast bordering on Moldavia; 5-6) Kerderary and Lovary— 
where they live in very small groups; 7-10) northern Romanian, Hungarian 
Vlashskie, Hungarian, and Slovak Gypsies living in Zakarpatje.? There are 
other possible classifications of Gypsies, for example, by life style; butthese 
criteria are to a large extent arbitrary.^ Only a few scholars are concerned 
with their classification, the overwhelming majority viewing Gypsies as one 
homogeneous mass. 
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The questionnaire upon which this study is based aimed to expose 
attitudes towards Gypsies as well as towards other nationality groups in 
Ukraine (and a hostof other problems such as attitudes towards the Ukrainian 
language, migration, etc.) It was drawn up in 1989. In that year 10,000 
respondents from 25 oblasts were questioned. The number of questionnaires 
foreach area corresponded directly with the number of inhabitants in oblasts 
and cities. Cities were ranked by size: large—over one million people, 
medium— 100,000 to 1,000,000, and smallless than 100,000. Questionnaires 
were proportionately distributed among the nationality groups. The less 
populous groups (including the Gypsies) were lumped together into a 
category called “others”. Thus, this investigation makes it possible to show 
only the problem from one side—the attitude towards Gypsies by specific 
ethnic groups and by the population as a whole in Ukrainian oblasts, cities, 
and villages. Itleaves out the attitude of Gypsies towards other nationalities. 
Aside from answering basic questions, the respondents conveyed some 
personal data. Therefore, attitudes of various social, sex, and age groups 
towards Gypsies will also be analyzed in this article. 

The sixth question of the questionnaire is directly linked to the subject 
under consideration. It reads: 

How, in your opinion, should the problems of the following nationalities 

be solved: Gypsies (and Crimean Tatars and Jews)? a) It would be good 

if those whowish should continue to live in Ukraine; b) Itwould be better 

: if they did not live in Ukraine; c) I do not care. 

In order that the respondents would not avoid answering this question, 
the third alternative was not presented to them (the questioning was done 
orally) and only in the case of obvious hesitation or confusion was the option 
given to answer with the third alternative. As a result, the percentage of those 
truly indifferent to the plight of Gypsies, according to the results of the 
questionnaire, was only 10-12 percent, which seems to us to correspond to 
the truth. Itshould be noted that the negative answerto this question includes 
two distinct but hard to differentiate groups: those overtly hostile and those 
only mildly ill-disposed towards Gypsies. 

Besides the above question, the following two indirectly exposed attitudes 
towards Gypsies: Question 4 reads— 

If your son or daughter decides to marry someone of another nationality: 

a) This would be unpleasant for you, especially if the nationality of this 

person is ( ) b) You are categorically opposed, if the 

nationality of this person is ( ); c) You do not care 


what nationality your future daughter-in-law or son-in-law is. 
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And question 5 reads: : 

Towards which nationalities are you sympathetic? 

The nature of the questionnaire makes it possible to suppose that there is 
a fair degree of accuracy in the results. The choice of direct contact with the 
respondents (instead of sending the questionnaire out by mail) was made 
after related field work done in Kharkov and the Kharkov oblast. Direct 
contact made it possible to understand certain aspects of the problem outside 
the parameters of the questionnaire: for example, the precise reasons for the 
sympathy felt towards Gypsies among a small percentage ofthe respondents. 
The sampling in this study also is high enough of moderately large ethnic 
groupsto determine the results among, let us say, the Polish, Belorussian, and 
Moldavian minorities in Ukraine.” 

Questioning was conducted in two languages, Ukrainian and Russian, 
both spoken by the overwhelming majority of the population in Ukraine. 
This was an advantage for the study; the large number of respondents who 
spoke Russian and Ukrainian allowed the author to establish a good rapport 
with the respondents as a whole. Among the shortcomings of this survey was 
the speed with which the questioning had to be done (the author was limited 
by his impending emigration). Thus, a great deal of additional information 
remains outside the parameters of this study and could not be included in it. 

In order to facilitate analysis, the oblasts of the republic have been 
divided into four regions, according to their geographic location and ethnic 
makeup: eastern, central, southern, and western Ukraine. Note that Right- - 
Bank Ukraine has been included in western Ukraine even though it has been 
kept separate by Soviet ethnographers. Moreover, two northern Ukrainian 
oblasts (Chernigov and Sumy) have been included in central Ukraine, and the 
Crimea was placed in the southern Ukraine category.'5 This classification is 
not perfect, but for the purposes of the study, it is useful. 

The results of this questionnaire show that on the whole there is a 


predominantly unfavorable attitude toward Gypsies in Ukraine: 44.9 percent 


of the respondents in general answered that they would prefer if this 
nationality did not live in the Ukrainian republic. It is apparent that Gypsies, 
along with Jews, are the least liked and, correspondingly, the most 
discriminated against of all nationality groups in Ukraine. This was part of 
the working hypothesis of this study, and it was, not surprisingly, borne out. 
The percentage of analogous unfavorable responses towards Jews was a little 
lower (36.9 percent). 

Inthe question concerning intermarriage between different nationalities, 
18.3 percent of the respondents said straight out that they would prefer to 
have nothing to do with Gypsies, and another 25.8 percent answered that they 
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would prefer to see spouses fortheir children only from members of theirown 
nationality or a closely related nationality. 44.1 percent of those questioned 
opposed intermarriage with Gypsies, and, as we see, this closely corresponds 
to the number of respondents who wished that Gypsies did not live in 
Ukraine. 44.4 percent of the population of Ukraine had a favorable, neutral, 
or at least not overtly unfavorable attitude towards Gypsies, and another 10.7 
percent were indifferent. Only 2.47 percent of the respondents showed an 
unqualified predisposition towards Gypsies. Another 28.6 percent answered 
that they bear no particular sympathy towards any specific nationality, and 
consequently they showed neutrality or tolerance towards Gypsies. Finally, 
1.19 percent of the respondents in answer to the question about sympathies 
towards all nationalities answered in the following way: “Anyone but the 
Gypsies,” clearly hostile towards this specific ethnic group. 

Such a situationis particularly characteristic innon-democratic countries: 
national minorities, dispersed among the indigenous population of aterritory, 
as a rule, experience hostility in a greater or lesser degree. Confessional 
differences, as well as differences in way of life, traditions, and finally 
language, all serve to promote hostility. In Ukraine it is no different. The 
basic arguments made against Gypsies in Ukraine are the following: “They 
do not want to work, they steal, they swindle, they beg, they are dirty.” 
Gypsies, in fact, do preserve their traditional way of life, their customs, and 
language. They are scattered, but live in theirown communes. Not only does 
the Gypsies’ desire forethnic identity preventethnic and cultural assimilation, 
but so does the significant degree of opposition and hostiliy shown them by 
the other nationalities among whom they live." There is an unwillingness to 
marry Gypsies, as facts show; they are openly or subtly discriminated against 
in the workplace and especially in institutions of higher learning. 

A small portion of the population which sympathizes with the Gypsies, 
as well as some of those who react neutrally towards them, brought as an 
argument in favor of the Gypsies their romanticism, their musicality, and 
their pride. As a rule, the cinema served as the reason for this sympathy; for 
example, the series “Gypsies,” which was shown several times on Soviet 
television, portrayed Gypsies ina romantic manner. Literature and occasional 
personal relationships with “good” Gypsies also served to promote sympathy 
towards them. The most famous and popular representative of the Gypsy 
nationality in Ukraine and inthe USSR asa whole remains Nikolai Slichenko— 
the major producer of the Teatr "Romen" and the performer of many Gypsy 
songs. His name was often mentioned by Gypsy sympathizers, but, we 
should repeat, the number of these was not great, indeed, statistically 
insignificant. 
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The overall attitude of various national minorities in Ukraine towards 
one another, in particular towards Gypsies, leaves much to be desired. The 
difference in the answers from one ethnic group to another, as the results as 
a whole show, was not wide.” As expected, Jews were relatively tolerant 
towards Gypsies, since they are also discriminated against and experience 
hostility from the same nationalities. Nevertheless, the percentage of 
unfavorable answers even from Jews is relatively high: 38.3 percent of the 
Jews would prefer that Gypsies did not live in Ukraine. But the portion of 
Jews reacting unfavorably towards intermarriages with Gypsies (12.4) 
percent is less than among other nationalities. At the same time, the 
percentage is high (33.2 percent) among those Jews who are againstexogamy 
in general as well as being against intermarriage specifically with Gypsies. 
(Gypsies themselves probably also have a high percentage of opponents of 
exogamy.) All of this is a consequence of the barriers between Gypsies and 
Jews on one side and the rest of the population on the other.” 

Ukrainians and Russians, predictably, were the mostill-disposed towards 
Gypsies: 45 percent of each nationality answered that they do not want 
Gypsies to live in Ukraine. Responses of indifference were greater among 
Ukrainians (11 percent) than among Russians (9.96 percent), since there is 
a higher proportion from the first group which lives in the countryside." 
Responsesconcerning marriage, sympathies and antipathies towards Gypsies, 
were somewhat less favorable among Russians than among Ukrainians. We 
can, therefore, also discuss the hostility towards Gypsies in Ukraine from the 
point of view of the Russian nationality.” 

A very large portion of respondents who answered unfavorably towards 
intermarriage with Gypsies were Romanians (20.9 percent) and Moldavians 
(20.8 percent); both these ethnic groups have had ratherstrained relationships 
with the Gypsies. At the same time, there were some sympathizers among 
these nationalities (4.1 percent and 3.7 percent respectively). Among 
Hungarians there was also a relatively large portion of opponents towards 
intermarriage with Gypsies (20.2 percent). Among other nationalities the 
percentage varied from 16.9 percent (among Bulgarians) to 18.1 percent 
(among Poles). The percentage of respondents who opposed Gypsies’ living 
in Ukraine varied from 42.1 percent among Poles to 44.4 percent among 
Greeks.? Smallernationalities as a whole tended to be more tolerant towards 
Gypsies.” The reasons for this are quite clear: among the less populous 
nationalities there is a large number who have experienced prejudice from the 
overwhelmingly Slavic population at large. 

In various regions, and particularly in oblasts and in settlements, the 
variation in responses concerning Gypsies was noticeably greater. More 
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Ukrainians in western and central Ukraine than in eastern or southern 
Ukraine did not wish Gypsies to live in the republic.” Apparently the 
expression of national consciousness and the striving towards unity 
among Ukrainians relate to a more balanced attitude towards Gypsies in the 
first two regions, Russians are particularly intolerant of Gypsies in eastern 
Ukraine, where Russians do not constitute a minority, as opposed to western 
and central Ukraine, where there is a correspondingly greater display of 
ethnic Russian chauvinism.” Overall, in all the regions of Ukraine, Russians 
are less indifferent towards the problems of Gypsies than are Ukrainians 
because they have a significantly higher urban population”. There is even 
greater indifference among Jews, the overwhelming majority of whom live 
incities.? Responses ofindifference towards Gypsies vary from 10.5 percent 
among Belorussians in southern Ukraine to 16.6 percent among Rumanians 
in western Ukraine.? 

Onthe whole, the responses toward Gypsies did not vary as much among 
Ukrainians and Russians in oblasts as they did among other ethnic groups. 
For example, an unfavorable attitude towards the Gypsies’ living in Ukraine 
expressed by Ukrainians varied from 40.6 percent in the Lugansk oblast to 
48.2 percent in Nikoalev, by Russians from 34.8 percent in the Zhitomir 
oblast to 50.3 percent in the Dniepropetrovsk oblast.” There was not a great 
variation in the responses of these nationalities on the question of 
intermarriages with Gypsies, or sympathies or antipathies towards them.?! 
Responses from other nationalities varied more noticeably because of their 
relatively low representation in the survey; (the smaller number of 
questionnaires distributed among them coincided with their size).? 

If we take separate groups in settlements, we notice that the portion of 
favorable responsesto the question of Gypsies' living in Ukraine is very high 
among the inhabitants of the largest cities—47 percent.” In large cities, the 
number of favorable responses is lower—46.2 percent, and in small towns, 
it is even lower—43.9 percent. Finally, in villages the figure is only 42. 
percent. Responses of indifference go in reverse order, and unfavorable 
responses are almost even (from 44.6 percent in big cities to 45.6 percent in 
small cities).* This pattern of response was manifested in the more educated 
segment of the population of large cities as compared to the population of 
small towns and rural settlements. 

Thissame pattem of responses held up when breaking down by nationality 
the population in cities, towns, and villages. But there were minorexceptions. 
The percentage of Russians answering favorably to Gypsies' living in 
Ukraine issomewhathigherin medium cities thaninthe biggest. Moldavians 
in big cities, on the other hand, had an unfavorable predisposition towards 
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Gypsies.” One exception appeared in eastern Ukraine; here Russians and 
Ukrainians (from the entire population) were well-disposed towards Gypsies 
in the medium cities but not in the biggest ones.** One can include in this 
number several nationality groups in various oblasts: for example, Russians 
in the Donetsk oblast, Ukrainians in the Volyn oblast, and Jews in the Kiev 
oblast.” l 

We can conclude that there is a direct correlation in the responses 
between attitudes towards the Gypsies’ living in Ukraine and attitudes 
towards intermarriages with Gypsies; and there is also a correlation in the 
responses between clear antipathy towards Gypsies and the educational level 
of the respondents. For example, 47 percent of the respondents with higher 
education had a favorable attitude towards Gypsies’ living in Ukraine as 
opposed to 43 percent with little education.” 17.7 percent with highereducation 
rejected intermarriage with Gypsies, but 18.6 percent with little education. 
The only exception is on the general question of sympathy. People with little 
education showed sympathy towards Gypsies more readily, apparently due 
to the fact that they are greater consumers of mass culture than highly 
educated people; they see many Soviet films in which Gypsies are depicted 
in a typically romantic way.? In the oblasts, the variation in response in 
accordance with level of education was not great. For example, favorable 
responses towards the Gypsies' living in Ukraine varied among highly 
educated people from 42 percent in Ternopol and Ivano-Frankov oblasts to 
53.5 percent in Lugansk oblast, among poorly educated people from 39.6 
percent in Rovno oblast to 46.9 percent in the Crimean oblast.” 

Respondents of various age groups differed little in their attitudes 
towards Gypsies. For all practical purposes, the number of favorable 
responses towards Gypsies’ living in Ukraine were identical, though responses 
of indifference were greaterin the adult group, particularly in the older group, 
since the younger group was better educated." Negative responses to this 
question appeared more frequently among younger respondents than among 
the middle-aged and elderly.” 

Reponses to the question of attitude towards intermarriage with Gypsies 
are interesting. The middle-aged group was more firmly set against 
intermarriage with Gypsies, both directly and indirectly.? This is understandable 
since this age group must face the question of their children's marriages.“ 
For the first and third groups this question is hypothetical. But for the older 
age group this question is frequently irrelevant, for this age group has seen 
and experienced examples of successful intermarriages between members of 
different nationalities. There is a higher percentage of people in the middle 
and older age groups in Ukraine who are sympathetic towards Gypsies.5 
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Antipathy, however, is more frequently expressed by respondents of the 
middle and elderly age groups. Here again, the reason is the higher degree 
of education among the young.“ 

Variations in answers between men and women on the Gypsies were 
insignificant. Their attitude towards Gypsies' living in Ukraine was the 
same, for example, although women were somewhat more indifferent in this 
matter." Their attitude towards intermarriage with Gypsies was similar to the 
men's, as well as their degree of antipathy.“ In general, though, women 
tended to sympathize with this nationality to a greater degree than did men.” 

Thus, this study shows that the attitude towards Gypsies in Ukraine is 
rather hostile on the part of a significantly large portion of the population. 
Even though state (Soviet) discrimination towards Gypsies has ended, with 
the softening of the authoritarian regime in Ukraine (as well as in the Soviet 
Union) and with the increase in political and economic instability, there is a 
growing danger of a direct (grassroot) display of hostility towards Gypsies 
from Russians, Ukrainians, Moldavians, Romanians, and several other 
nationalities, There are numerous omens—most recently pogroms against 
Gypsies in Bucharest in June 13, 1990, during the escalating political tension 
against the background of economic chaos in Romania.” 

The only way to eliminate hostility towards Gypsies (as well as the 
Gypsies’ hostility towards other nationalities) and to diminish all tension 
between nationalities is through a radical democratization of society. This 
means the creation of a sovereign democratic Ukrainian state with a freer 
economy. Economic prosperity is no less important than democratic political 
institutions; it will ease somewhat all tension—social, ethnic, racial, and 
religious. Democratization presupposes first and foremost the complete 
elimination of official discrimination on the part of the government. It is 
important that national minorities, including Gypsies, receive equal communal 
rights. 

In order to eliminate mutual hostility, Gypsy communities in tum must 
be drawn into society as a whole. One method is by cultural enlightenment, - 
which must include respect for the Gypsies’ natural yearning to preserve 
their ethnic identity. In the future it is important, therefore, to have Gypsy 
schools in Ukraine in places where there is a sufficient concentration of this 
ethnic group. It is even possible to introduce mobile schools, if the 
community prefers a nomadic existence. The expense in this case will be 
justified, for the educational level of Gypsies will become immeasurably 
higher, which is essential for their integration into society. Teaching should 
be done in the Gypsy language as well as the language dominantin the region, 
in this case Ukrainian. Towards this end departments in the institutions of 


Downloaded by [New York University] at 08:46 07 May 2015 


346 Nationalities Papers 


higher education would have to train teachers to educate Gypsies. There 
would have to be scientific and cultural centers financed both by the 
government and by the Gypsy community to teach Gypsy history and culture. 
It also makes sense to return to the idea of publishing books, magazines and 
newspapers in the Gypsy language. A democratic Ukrainian government 
must remove all restrictions on traditional Gypsy trades such as horse- 
breeding and craftsmanship. Gypsies must receive the right to migrate freely 
and to establish theatrical and musical troupes. This would greatly reduce the 
number of Gypsies who are engaged in illegal activities, thereby lessening 
the tension between them and other nationalities. Greater social freedom 
along with increased well-being and better education can create in Gypsies 
the desire for general cultural and social integration. Only this approach can 
reduce tensions between the nationalities in Ukraine, given the deep-seated 
substratum of anti-Gypsy sentiments ingrained in the population as a whole. 

The solutions and recommendations outlined in this article could be 
useful in the development of a blueprint for a nationalities policy as an 
interim stage in the establishment of a Ukrainian democratic movement. 
There is some reason to believe that when the democratic movement (made 
up of “Rukh,” the Republican Party, and a series of other organizations) 
comes to power, it will be able to solve nationality problems in Ukraine, 
including the problem of the Gypsies. In the declarations by “Rukh,” there 
is a statement concerning the establishment of equal rights for national 
minorities. Only genuine democratization, along with a higher standard of 
living, canlessen tension between Gypsies and other nationalities. Gypsies, 
like any other people, must be able to decide their own fate. Forceful steps 
must be taken by the Ukrainian political leadership, however, towards the 
elimination of overt and covert discrimination as a basis for lasting ethnic 
coexistence in Ukraine given the present substratum of ethnic hostility 


throughout the republic. 
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Rural & Urban FIGETT- < 
E: 2 
S | É peepepenB [8 [33 
Total 48.1 50.2 46.7 46.6 42 40.4 43 40.8 9.95 9.39 10.3 12.6 20.3 23.5 2.35 1.08 29.5 
*4 Ukrainians 49.5 53.8 47.5 47.2 40.6 36.5 42.3 40.4 9.89 9.68 10.2 12.4 18.2 20.5 2.47 1.06 30 
B Russians 46.1 46.9 45.8 43.5 43.8 43.4 44.2 435 10.1 9.73 10 ! 2.34 1.17 28.5 
A Belorussians 57.1 66.7 33.3 100 28.6 33.3 33.3 0 143 0 33.3 0 3 28.6 0 0 42.9 
Others 57.1 50 66.7 | 429 50 333 0 8290 0 3 143 0 0 28.6 
Total 47.1 48.4 48.5 45.6 45 43 43.3 42.4 43.6 42 9.9 8.14 9.07 10.8 13 18 24.2 321 13 302 


Ukrainians 49.3 51.2 50.8 48.1 46.3 41 40.7 40.3 41.7 40.8 9.8 8.94 8.92 10.2 12.9 164 23.2 3 1 30.4 


4 Russians 44.8 44.7 46.6 43.4 40.9 45.2 463 44.9 44.7 45.5 9.94 0 5.52 11.8 13.6 20.1 244 3.59 123 29.8 
& Greeks 47.1 100 66.7 33.3 42.9 41.1 0 33.3 50 429 11.8 0 0 16.7 14.2 17.6 2940 0 29.4 
Ñ Belorussians 47 100 50 50 41.2 0 33.3 40 11.8 0 16.7 10 17.6 235 10 0 35.3 
Jews . 57.1 66.7 66.7 100 429 333 0 0 0 0 333 0 143 2860 0 28.6 
Tatars 50 100 50 0 50 0 50 100 0 0 0 0 25 50 0 0 25 
Others 50 50 50 2333 100 41.7 50 33.3 66.7 0 8.33 167 0 0 167 333 0 10. 25 
2 Total 44.9 474 44.0 39.6 43.9 42.6 44.2 469 112 10 11.6 13.5 15.6 229 223 124 313 
E Ukrainians 42.8 44.5 42.2 40 453 44.5 46.7 45.7 11.9 | 11 11.4 14.3 149 214 2.06 1.22 30 
g Russians 48.2 50.5 46.7 40 413 39.8 43.3 45 10.5 968 10 15 17.5 23.8 28 14 33.6. 
RI Bulgarians 42.9 66.7 0 33.3 42.9 33.3 0 66.7 14.2 0 100 0 14.3 28.6 0 0 28.6 


Jews 66.7 66.7 : 333 33.3 0 0 mn!) 3330 0 333 
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Kharkov Dnepropetrovsk 


Eastern Ukraine. 


Belorussians 
Others 


Total 
Ukrainians 
Russians 
Jews 
Belorussians 
Other 


Total 
Ukrainians 
Russians 
Jews 
Belorussians 
Others 


Total 
Ukrainians 
Russians 
Jews 
Belorussians 
Greeks 
Bulgarians 
Others 


33.3 
50 


42.8 
43.3 
40.9 
50 
40 
40 


44.8 
43.6 
46.5 
50 
50 
50 


45.2 
45.3 
44.8 
53.7 
47.2 
44.4 
44.4 
45.1 


413 
48.3 
46.3 
55.5 
54.1 
50 

50 

453 


33.3 
25 


28.1 
28.1 
28 
30 
40 
30 


30.5 
31.1 
28.6 
40 
50 
333 


29.8 
29.9 
29.6 
34.1 
36.9 
29.5 
28.6 
39.4 
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« Total 

Š Ukrainians 

£ Russians 
Others 


>, Total 

E Ukrainians 

5 : 

v) Russians 
Others 


8 Total 

‘al Ukrainians 
Russians 
© Others 


Total 

Ukrainians 
g Russians 
2 Jews 


Belorussians 


Poles 
Others 


Z' Total 

aw Ukrainians 

E Russians 
Others 


46.3 
45.5 
46.6 
55 
50 
50 
66.7 


8.33 
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E 
E 


Central Ukraine 


Odessa 


Crimea 


Total 
Ukrainians 
Russians 
Others 


Total 
Ukrainians 
Russians 
Jews 
Belorussians 
Others 


Total 
Ukrainians 
Russians 
Bulgarians 
Moldovans 
Jews 
Gagauz 
Belorussians 
Others 


Total 
Ukrainians 
Russians. 


443 
44.5 
40.7 
42.9 


43.7 
43.3 
44.9 
34 

44.6 
46.7 


45.5 
45.5 
43.4 
43.5 
444 
53.8 
57.1 
50 

66.7 


47.7 
47.6 
47.8 


46.3 
45.5 
46.6 
55 
50 
60 


48.4 
49.5 
44.6 
66.7 
50 
50 


100 
50 


48.2 43 
48.4 43.5 
429 37.5 
66.7 0 


44.9 42.8 
449 42.9 
43.3 41.7 
50 333 
33.3 50 

66.7 37.5 


49.1 47.5 
48.9 47.6 
49.2 47.4 


40.7 


44 

42.9 
48.2 
42.9 


45.1 
45.2 
44.7 
36.8 
43.6 
40 


44.5 
444 
47.5 
42.4 
444 
38.5 
28.6 
25 

33.3 


42.9 
43.4 


422 


43.5 
42.7 
50 

33.3 


45.9 
45.9 
41 
50 
333 
333 


42.7 
42.8 
42.5 


45.6 
44.8 
50 
50 


46.3 
46.3 
46.8 
33.3 
50 
50 


44.2 
44.5 
41.5 
42.9 
60 

0 

0 
100 
0 


43.5 
43.6 
43.5 


41.1 


8.19 9 
828 8.75 
8.33 9.09 


16.6 


25.8 
25.7 
25.9 
28.6 


25.6 
25.9 
242 
31.6 
23.5 
30.8 


24.1 
24.2 
21.7 
24.2 


25.9 


38.5 
28.6 
25 

33.3 


27.6 
28.5 
233 


28.3 
28.2 
29.6 
28.6 


28.8 
28.4 
31.6 
31 
32.9 
33 


30.8 
30.3 
323 
33.3 
29.6 
30.8 
28.6 
25 

33.3 


29.6 
28.2 
34.2 


350 


Downloaded by [New York University] at 08:46 07 May 2015 


Kherson 


Nikolayev - 


Southern Ukraine 


Belorussians 40 


Jews 50 
Tatars 50 
Others 50 
Total 45.8 


Ukrainians 46.1 


Russians 44,2. 


Others 50 
Total 42: 
Ukrainians 41.1 
Russians 47 
Belorussians 33.3 
Others 42.9 
Total 45.6 


Ukrainians 45.8 
Russians 45.5 
Bulgarians 45.7 
Moldovans 44.4 


Jews 52.4 
Belorussians 44 
Others 48.1 
Total 44 


48.4 
49.5 
44.6 
66.7 
50 
50 
100 
50 


0.8 
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Ukrainians 
Russians 
Jews 
Others 


innitsa 


. 


V 


Total 
g Ukrainians 
6 Russians 
& Poles 
Jews 
Others 


Total 
A Ukrainians 
Russians 
Poles 
Others 


Khmelnits 


— Total 

R, Ukrainians 
Russians 
Others 


Temo 


Total 
Ukrainians 
Russians 
Belorussians 


Rovno 
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Others 


Total 
E Ukrainians 
Ê Russians 
Others 


Total 
Ukrainians 
> Russians 
3 Poles 
Jews 
Others 


Total 
Ukrainians 


43.8 


100 0 
46.7 11.6 
46.7 11.8 

10 

0 
453 11.1 
44.8 114 
100 8.15 
0 25 

33.3 

0 
449 10.9 
45.4 11 
40 12.1 
0 11.1 
50 0 

25 
45.6 11.5 
45.6 11.7 

10 

0 
445 11. 


11.7 
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Chernovtsy 


Western Ukraine 


' Ukraine 


Ukrainians 
Rumanians 
Moldovans 
Russians 
Jews 
Others 


Total 
Ukrainians 
Russians 
Hungarians 
Poles 
Rumanians 
Jews 
Moldovans 
Others 


Total 
Ukrainians 
Russians 
Jews 
Belorussians 
Moldovans 
Poles 
Bulgarians 
Hungarians 
Rumanians 
Greeks 
Others 


47 

47.6 
45.3 
53.8 
57.1 
66.7 
66.7 
75 


100 
57.1 


41.5 
66.7 
100 
50 
50 
100 


45.2 
44.6 
46.7 
100 
57.1 
66.7 
50 
100 
50 


46.2 
46.3 
46 
51.4 
46.2 
33.3 
44.5 
50 
100 
66.7 
50 
47.8 


33.3 


43 
33.3 
100 
50 


100 


46 
46.1 
46.3 
50 
38.5 
30 
33.3 
100 
50 


45.6 
45.6 
46.1 
38.5 
46.9 
44.4 
40 
33.3 
30 
50 
50 
42.9 


7.14 


9.05 
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Notes 
1. This was one ofthe working hypotheses which was confirmed in the course 
of this investigation. 
2. H.E. Wedeck, Dictionary of Gypsy Life and Lore, London, 1973, p. 170. 
3. S. I. Brook, Naselenie mira, Etnodemographicheskii spravochnik Mos- 
cow, 1986, p. 163; Mr6z, Cygane, Warzawa, 1971, pp. 275-276; V.I. Sanarov, 
"Problemy istoriko-etnographicheskogo izucheniia tsygan," 
Sovetsakai etnographia, no. 3 (1971), pp. 59-63. 
4. B. McDowell, Gypsies, Wanderers of the World, Washington, 1970, p. 16; 
Wedeck, op. cit., p. 390. 
5. It looks like this in practice. All of the Gypsies, like other Soviet citizens, 


. must have passports with stamps of registration (propiski), i.e . they are 


settled formally, but in practice the majority of them spend most of the year 
traveling, generally using public transportation. 

6. V.I. Naulko, Etnichnii sklad naselenia URSR, Kiev, 1965, p. 22; V.S. 
Zelenchuk, Naselenie Bessarabii i Podnestrov’ia v XIX veke, Kishinev, 
1979, p. 214. 

7. Data of the national groups numbers in Ukraine according to the materials 
of the census of 1989 had not been published at the time of writing of this 
article, Therefore, it was based on estimation. One can find data on Gypsy 
populations in the countries of the world in S.I. Brook, op. cit. 

8. J. Kalvoda, “National Minorities Under Communism: The Case of 
Czechoslovakia,” Nationalities Papers, vol. XVI, no.2 (Spring 1988), p. 5; J. 
Yoors, The Gypsies, New York, 1967, p. 254. 

9. Chislennost' i sostav naseleniia SSSR. Po dannym Vsesoiuznoi perepisi 
naseleniia 1979 g., Moscow, 1984, p. 102. Itogi Vsesoiuznol pereplsl 
naseleniia 1959 g. Ukrainskaia SSR, Moscow, 1962, p. 168. Itogi Vsesoiuznoi 
perepisi naseleniia 1970 g. vol. 4, Moscow, 1973, p. 152. 

10. Gypsies have the highest birthrate among nationalities in Ukraine. 
However, they also have the highest death rate. In spite of this last fact, the 


natural increase of this national group in Ukraine is very appreciable 


nonetheless. 

11. Ts.G.A.N.Kh. SSSR. Ph.1562. Op.336. D.6175. 1.1-100. 

12. Ibid. l 

13. L.N. Cherenkov, “Nekotorye problemy etnographicheskogo izucheniia 
tsygan,” Malye i dispersnye gruppy v Evropeiskoi chasti SSSR, Moscow, 
1985, pp. 7-11. 

14. Ogonek, no. 30 (1989). 

15. Beyond a doubt Moldavians and Rumanians are people who were divided 
for purely political reasons. This division was kept in the investigation, 
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however, because the opposition of two parts of this group toward each other 
continued into 1989 in Ukraine, in particular in Chemovtsy district. 

16. The composition of regions are adduced in Table 1. 

17. A preservation of communal structure (the Gypsy community is called a 
tabor) always prevents any kind of assimilation. 

18. Cultural assimilation in this context means the levelling of living and 
cultural standards of any national, confessional or other group with the 
standards of the majority of the population living within this territory. For 
example, Jews in Ukraine and in the USSR, on the whole, have assimilated 
culturally to a considerable degree with Russians, Ukrainians and other 
nationalities, though their ethnic consciousness as a rule remains, despite all 
this, unchanged. 

19. Table 1. 

20. In this case the information from the questionnaire is not representative, 
because only small numbers of Gypsies were surveyed. 

21. The number of responses of indifference both with respect to Gypsies and 
in other questions usually is less in towns because of the higher general 
educational level of the urban population. 

22. Table 1. 

23. Ibid. 

24. Ibid. . 

25. Ibid. 

26. Ibid. Russians who live in Eastern and Southern Ukraine, russified 
national minorities, and also a large portion of russified Ukrainians, have not 
opposed Moscow. Hence, there are great-power tendencies among these ` 
groups. 

27. Ibid. 

28. Ibid. 

29. Ibid. 

30. Ibid. 

31. Ibid. 

32. Ibid. 

33. Ibid. 

34. Kiev, Kharkov, Dniepropetrovsk, Donetsk and Odessa are the largest 
cities of Ukraine with populations of more than 1 million each. 

35. Table 1. 

36. Ibid. 

37. Ibid. 

38. Ibid. 
39. Well-educated people in this context have higher and secondary special 
education, including unfinished degrees. 
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40. Ibid. i 

41. Ibid. In this investigation the young age group is comprised of respon- 
dents under 30, the middle one - from 30-50, and the old one - over 50. 
42. Ibid. 

43. Ibid. 

44. Ibid. 

45. Ibid. 

46. Ibid. 

47. Ibid. 

48. Ibid. 

49. Ibid. 

50. Izvestiia, June 16, 1990. 


